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stand the terms. The road is narrow, I admit; but it is straight
and, therefore, simple. Only the will is required, but no cunning
after all. What have the volunteers to do but simply to offer
satyagraha till the right, for which it is offered, is vindicated? If
those who are opposing offer any settlement, they will secure the
release of the leaders who are arrested. That was exactly what
happened in South Africa. It was when almost all the leaders
were arrested that Mr. Gokhale was frightened and sent Mr. An-
drews and Mr. Pearson. Whilst their help was invaluable, it was
not necessary to keep the sacrificial fire going. They were useful
for conducting negotiations*1 But the real suffering was the privi-
lege of the rank and file.

"Does not the campaign location in an Indian State detract from its value
as a part of the great Non-co-operation movement?'* inquired our representative,

I do not regard this campaign as a part of the Non-co-operation
movement, as such. It is certainly a part of satyagraha. But it
has no direct connection with the Non-co-operation movement.
Satyagraha is an eternal principle. I am sure that it has come to
stay and we shall find, as time marches on, that it is applied in a
variety of ways. I have dealt with one such instance in the columns
of the Jfaoajivan* An enthusiastic reformer wishes to apply satya-
graha to the solution of a corrupt practice in his caste, viz., the
sale of daughters to the highest bidder. He wants to stop this in-
human practice by courting suffering for the sake of his caste sis-
ters. If he does offer satyagrafca in this case, we would not call
it a part of the Non-co-operation movement. I know that there
is much difference between this instance and the Vaifcom move-
ment. The latter is being conducted by Cfoagressaaen and has
reference to one plank in the Non-co-operation movement, that is,
untouchability. Nevertheless, it is clear to me that it cannot be
called a part of the Non-co-operation movement. Whether such
a movement at the present stage t should be initiated in an Indian
State is a question which should be considered oa its merits. If the
Vaikom movement was a part of the political xnOTfcmeat, ^Wdi
is being conducted in British India, it is absolutely clear 10 me that
it should be dropped. I am personally averse to Goagressaaea
creating directly or indirectly any complications in Indian States,
who are themselves no better circuiostaHtced than British Indian
subjects. A mere Resident or Political Agent is cnoogfa to frighten
Rajas and Maharajas out of their wttsl Tb&f stajify cannot resist
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